
Town of Scarborough 
 

Planning Board         March 14, 2005 
AGENDA 

 

1.  Call to Order (7:00 P. M.) 

2.  Roll Call 

3.  Approval of Minutes (February 22, 2005) 

4.  E&F, LLC request amended site plan for lighting at the Jaguar/Landrover Dealership at 371 U. S. 
Route One 

5.  NationsRent requests site plan amendment for signage at 5 Glasgow Road 

6.  Scarborough Village Square, Dead River Orion Center LLC requests sketch plan review for an 
amended retail complex site plan at 295-301 U. S. Route One 

7.  Pya Courts Subdivision, Adam Mack requests sketch plan review for 3 single family lots on Dresser 
Road in the R-F Zone 

8.  Shaw’s Supermarket requests amended site plan review to convert furniture store to additional grocery 
store space and the addition of a drive-thru pharmacy window on existing site at corner of Payne and 
Gorham Roads 

9.  Piper Shores, Maine Life Care Retirement Community requests site plan review for replacing a barn 
with a 3,000 square foot maintenance storage building on site at Piper Road 

10. Michaud Properties requests site plan review for 15,150 square foot office/warehouse building at Lot 
26 on Lincoln Avenue in the Scarborough Industrial Park 

11. Wal-Mart Supercenter, Great Island Acquisitions requests continued review for a proposed site plan 
off Spring Street and Mussey Road 

12. Town Planner’s Report 

13. Correspondence 

14. Planning Board Comments 

15. Adjournment 

 

NO NEW ITEMS SHALL BE TAKEN UP AFTER 10:30 P. M. 

   

 



 
Town of Scarborough 

 
Planning Board         March 14, 2005 

MINUTES 
 
Members Present     Staff 
 
Mr. Callahan      Mr. Bacon, Assistant Town Planner 
Mr. Hanson      Mrs. Logan, Recording Secretary 
Mr. Porada      Mr. Ziepniewski, Town Planner 
Mr. Shanahan 
Mr. Wood 
 
1.  Call to Order 
 
Mr. Wood called the meeting to order at 7:00 P. M. 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
The Recording Secretary called the roll; Ms. Auglis and Mr. Farnkoff were absent.  Mr. wood authorized 
Mr. Callahan and Mr. Shanahan to vote. 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes  (February 22, 2005) 
 
Mr. Hanson moved to approve the minutes of February 22, 2005; Mr. Callahan seconded. 
 

Voted 5-0 
 

4. E&F, LLC requests amended site plan for lighting at the Jaguar/Landrover Dealership at 371 U. S. 
Route One 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski read Mr. Wendel’s memo. 
 
Ms. Charlotte Maloney, of Gawron-Turgeon Architects, explained that Jaguar wanted as much illumina-
tion as possible, but she had explained to them that lighting was a concern in Scarborough.  She stated 
that they would replace all the existing lights and wallpacks.  She stated that they would like to have three 
small lights to illuminate the retaining wall and three on the left display platform to light one auto; she 
stated that those lights would be 12 to 15 inches high.  Ms. Maloney stated that the wall would block 
lights and there would be no light trespass; she stated that the small lights would be extinguished in the 
evening.  To a question from Mr. Hanson, Mr. Ziepniewski replied that Mr. Wendel would supervise the 
installation of the small lights. 
 
Mr. Hanson moved to approve the amended site plan with the condition that Mr. Wendel’s memo be 
incorporated; Mr. Callahan seconded. 

Voted 5-0 
 

5.  NationsRent requests site plan amendment for signage at 5 Glasgow Road 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski noted that this site was in the Industrial Zone and everything met the standards.  He 
stated that a pylon sign was shown at the corner of Glasgow Road, but off-premise signs were not  

 1



allowed.  Mr. David Williams, of NationsRent stated that there would be a black awning with signage at 
the front of the building.  He stated that there would be a monument sign at the entrance.  To a question 
from Mr. Hanson, Mr. Williams replied that they rented construction equipment and tools to contractors; 
he stated that there would be some outdoor storage. 
 
Mr. Hanson moved to approve the amended site plan with the condition that there be no off-site sign at 
the corner of Glasgow Road and Pleaseant Hill Road; Mr. Shanahan seconded. 
 

Voted 5-0 
 

6.  Scarborough Village Square, Dead River Orion Center LLC requests sketch plan review for an 
amended retail complex site plan at 295 – 301 U. S. Route One 
 
Mr. Porada recused himself from this item. 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski stated that there had been discussions between the staff and the Town Attorney; he 
stated that this project would require subdivision approval for three buildings; he stated that there were 
comments from Mr. Tubbs, the staff and the Conservation Commission. 
 
Ms. Ann Littlefield, of Dead River Co., stated that they had owned the site since the mid-1980s; she 
stated that they did not yet have tenants for this project.  Ms. Nancy St. Clair, of Sebago Technics, stated 
that during the 1950s there was a grocery store, a department store and small shops at this site, with gas 
stations at the front of the site.  She stated that the latest use was business/industrial.  She stated that the 
proposed project offered an opportunity to bring back some of the original uses and would be a nice part 
of the central core of the town.   
 
Ms. St. Clair stated that they would maintain the existing signalized entrance and would control the access 
on Route One and add an access toward Sawyer Road with an exit only on the west side of the site; she 
stated that they wanted access onto Sawyer Road, which is an important link to the schools and Gorham 
Road.  Ms. St. Clair stated that there were two large buildings at the rear and a small building at the front 
of the site; she stated that there would be an addition to link the two rear buildings.  She stated that the 
small building in the front would probably be replaced with two or three small buildings.  Ms. St. Clair 
stated that there could be a bank and an upscale restaurant, as well as a smaller restaurant to give a unified 
streetscape; she stated that there would also be a new, small building near Sawyer Road.   
 
Ms. St. Clair stated that as part of the predevelopment overlay there would be some amenities; she stated 
that they would tie into the pedestrian network on Route One as well as the signalized crossing and a 
crosswalk.  She stated that they would create a sidewalk along the main entrance to the restaurants and the 
buildings in the rear.  She stated that they would preserve trees wherever possible; she stated that they 
understood the need for buffering along Route One.   
 
Mr. Andy Hyland, of PortCity Architecture, stated that this project would strengthen the town center by 
building a retail facility; he stated that the architecture would be similar to other town center structures 
and would express the Design Guidelines and they would look for uses that would attract local residents.  
He stated that they would incorporate some of the same designs as local buildings.  Mr. Hyland stated that 
they would remove the existing facades and rebuild the structures; he showed proposed elevations, which 
were only conceptual because they did not yet have an anchor tenant.  He stated that there would be a 
focal point with a terminus to the pedestrian entrance and there would be some outdoor furniture for a 
people-oriented area.  Mr. Hyland stated that the large tenants would be on the ends with smaller busi-
nesses in the middle and signage incorporated into the building.  Mr. Hyland displayed the small build-
ings near Route One and stated that they would try to hide the backs of the buildings by backing them to 
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each other with a service court between them and a wall that would conceal the services; he stated that 
there may be some outdoor seating.  Mr. Hyland stated that they were trying to bring some of the site 
toward Route One nearer the 80 foot setback. 
 
Atty. Durward Parkinson stated that Mr. Bray had their traffic material; he stated that they were in search 
of a new name because Public Safety had turned down Scarborough Village Square.  He stated that all 
comments would be addressed. 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski asked whether the large building would be rebuilt toward the front of the lot with park-
ing in the rear if the existing building were torn down; Ms. St. Clair replied that that would be difficult 
because the entrance was down the middle of the site with the traffic signal.  Ms. St. Clair stated that they 
anticipated that the existing location was better because it would be an anchor store and the small build-
ings would create the village feel.  She stated that they would have to deal with loading docks for the 
large building. 
 
Mr. Hanson stated that anything would be an improvement on this site.  He stated that one of his concerns 
was the access on Sawyer Road where there could be some confusion with parking circulation.  Ms. St. 
Clair stated that driveways should be aligned across from each other when possible and the DOT would 
be evaluating the curbcuts.  Mr. Hanson stated that safety for pedestrians on Route One was imperative.  
To a question from Mr. Hanson regarding right and left turn only accesses, Ms. St. Clair replied that the 
median strip in Route One did not allow left turns except at the signalized intersection.  Mr. Hanson stated 
that signage for circulation within the site should be very clear. 
 
Mr. Shanahan stated that he saw a lot of confusion with the pedestrian curbcuts and felt the applicant had 
a difficult task incorporating pedestrian access.  Mr. Shanahan stated that the project had great potential.  
He asked how many parking spaces would really be necessary and stated that reducing the amount of 
impervious surface would be good.  He asked that thought be given to the scale of the lighting.  Mr. 
Callahan stated that the right turn in only might be a little precarious for pedestrians; he asked whether 
parking could be put to the rear of the front buildings.  Ms. St. Clair stated that the front buildings were 
now at the front setback.  Mr. Callahan stated that he liked the conceptual architecture; he stated that the 
lighting should not affect Juneberry Place to the rear.  Ms. St. Clair stated that there would be a lighting 
design which would include cutoff fixtures and would meet all the criteria.  To a question from Mr. 
Callahan, Ms. St. Clair replied that there was an area for possible additional parking.   
 
Mr. Wood read comments from Ms. Auglis and the Conservation Commission.  Mr. Wood stated that 
there should be more buffering at Route One and he saw a problem with the circulation toward the pro-
posed bank.  He stated that the pedestrian access was exciting but wondered how people would get across 
Route One.  Mr. Wood stated that it did not look as if there were much vegetation to shield the nearby 
residents.  Ms. St. Clair stated that they would enhance the existing vegetation and there would be mini-
mal impact to the residents.  Mr. Wood stated that he appreciated saving the large trees; he asked that safe 
areas that were not in conflict with traffic be kept for pedestrians  
 
7.  Pya Courts Subdivision, Adam Mack requests sketch plan review for 3 single family lots on Dresser 
Road in the R-F Zone 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski read memos from the Town Attorney and the Conservation Commission.  He stated that 
the applicant should discuss the cul de sac with the Public Works Department, who would rather have a 
hammerhead. 
 
Mr. John Riordan, of SGC Engineering, showed an aerial photo of the area which is 600 feet from the 
Nottingham Woods Subdivision entrance.  He stated that eight acres of the original 15 acre tract would be 
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subdivided.  Mr. Riordan stated that the road had been extended to the rear lot, which was sold previ-
ously, to provide road frontage.  To a question from Mr. Wood, Mr. Mack replied that the owner of the 
rear lot had an easement but had no frontage and could not develop the lot until the new road was built.  
Mr. Riordan stated that Dresser Road crested in this area and they were restricted by the frontage on the 
site.  He stated that the sight distance toward the south was 3.5 feet short of the required 240 feet and they 
would request a slight waiver to allow a 5% to 6% slope of their road to elevate vehicles to provide the 
extra sight distance.  He stated that they would discuss that slope with Mr. Bray and Mr. Tubbs.   
 
Mr. Riordan stated that the soils had been tested and were suitable for septic systems; he stated that they 
were aware of the Conservation Commission’s concerns about the wetlands and slopes.  He stated that 
they would show building envelopes away from the wetlands.  Mr. Riordon stated that the size of the lots 
would allow reasonable setbacks.  To a question from Mr. Ziepniewski, Mr. Riordan replied that there 
was no stream on this site but it crossed on the northeast corner; he stated that they did not need a 75 foot 
stream setback. 
 
To a question from Mr. Callahan, Mr. Riordan replied that the access easement was not defined but there 
were rights to access across the parcel. Mr. Mack stated that the easement would follow the approximate 
location of the proposed road but he had the right to move it.  To a question from Mr. Callahan, Mr. 
Riordan replied that more test pits would be done following the location of the building envelopes.  To    
a question from Mr. Porada, Mr. Riordan replied that there was an existing, uninhabitable house which 
would be burned by the Fire Department.  Mr. Shanahan noted that this site would be a good candidate 
for Section VII., given the slopes and the wetlands.  Mr. Hanson stated that there were a lot of wetlands 
and a sitewalk was in order.  Mr. Mack stated that this was old farmland and the wetland channels had 
been used for drainage; he stated that the uplands were not very valuable. 
 
Mr. Wood agreed that Section VII would be better for making greater buffers to the wetlands.  Mr. 
Riordan stated that using Section VII may not reduce the road but they would consider it.  To a question 
from Mr. Wood, Mr. Riordan stated that he thought the Public Works Department would prefer that the 
road remain private but it would conform to the standards.  Mr. Wood stated that at the next meeting the 
Board would discuss a site walk, depending on the snow cover.  Mr. Wood stated that the Board would 
want to see passing test pits on each lot with separation from the wells.  He stated that he would be inter-
ested in Mr. Bray’s comments regarding sight distance.  To a question from Mr. Wood, Mr. Mack replied 
that they were working on the title to the triangle of land near the road.  Mr. Ziepniewski stated that the 
subdivision plan should have the standard note. 
 
8. Shaw’s Supermarket requests amended site plan review to convert furniture store to additional grocery 
store space and the addition of a drive-thru pharmacy window on existing site at corner of Payne Road 
and Gorham Road 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski read a memo from Mr. Bray.  Mr. John Mettee, of Appledore Engineering, reviewed the 
plans and stated that they proposed to expand into the existing furniture store and add a drive-thru pharm-
acy at the end toward Payne Road.  He stated that they would reduce the parking spaces from 297 to 265 
and noted that only 240 spaces were required.  To a question from Mr. Ziepniewski, Mr. Mettee replied 
that they had calculated the parking by using 2/3 of the building as retail and 1/3 as storage.  Mr. Ziep-
niewski stated that he was concerned because the furniture store generated very little parking and added 
supermarket space would create a greater demand for parking.  Mr. Mettee stated that the staff indicated 
that they did not need to take all sales space into consideration and could use storage area based upon 
number of employees.  Mr. Ziepniewski noted that the Shaw’s parking lot was usually very full and, 
regardless of standards, a lot more parking may be needed.   
 
Mr. Mettee stated they had applied to the DOT for a traffic movement permit and should receive that  
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permit within two weeks.  He stated that the permit from the DEP was approved and they were waiting  
for the paperwork.  Mr. Mettee stated that they determined there would be about two vehicles at the drive-
thru pharmacy based on other stores.  He stated that a concern was the circulation near the drive-thru and 
they had put a stop sign and bar at the exit, at the parking area and along the main access there would be a 
“slow” sign.  He stated that there would also be a sign warning people of the pharmacy exit.   
 
Mr. Mettee stated that pedestrian circulation and sidewalks was another Planning Board concern and they 
proposed a sidewalk along the parking area and extended to the property line for a public connection to a 
possible Town-built sidewalk, for which Shaw’s would provide an easement.  Mr. Mettee stated that the 
Board requested more landscaping within the parking lot, but adding landscaping would remove some 
parking spaces so that was not an option; he stated that there was now about 4% landscaping in the park-
ing area rather than the required 15%.  He stated that there was about 23% existing landscaping around 
the perimeter.    
 
Mr. Mettee stated that the drive-thru window was shown 35 feet back on the wall so it would be 54 feet 
from the left front corner of the building; he stated that they had cleaned up the area so the traffic could 
move in a much more controlled area and they had expanded the island area and marked a lane for stack-
ing of four cars.  He stated that they had put in a stop sign and bar, and striping for trucks.  He stated that 
there would be two 12 foot lanes. To a question from Mr. Wood, Mr. Mettee stated that they believed 
they could address all the issues in Mr. Bray’s memo.   
 
Mr. Hanson stated that he had no objections but still wondered why a drive-thru was necessary for only 
two customers per hour.  Mr. Wood noted that there could be the opportunity to provide a crosswalk to 
the Roundwood Subdivision across Payne Road.  Mr. Mettee stated that they had no problem with that 
but it was a State road.  Mr. Wood stated that he appreciated the control at the entrance to the drive-thru 
but, for only two cars per hour, it could be one lane rather than two.  Mr. Mettee stated that trucks also 
used that access to get to the loading docks in the rear.  Mr. Porada asked whether drivers could see 
around the building; Mr. Mettee replied that there should be enough line of sight and there would be a 
“slow” sign.  To a question from Mr. Callahan, Mr. Mettee replied that a tractor trailer truck could get by 
another at the loading dock.  To a question from Mr. Porada, Mr. Mettee replied that the existing furniture 
store entrance would remain and there would be some new window space.   
 
Mr. Hanson moved to approve the amended site plan with the following conditions: 
 
1.  That Mr. Bray’s memo of March 13, 2005 be incorporated; 
2.  That the applicant consider asking the DOT for a striped crosswalk across Payne Road to Roundwood; 
3.  That an easement be provided for a possible sidewalk to be built by the Town; 
 
Mr. Shanahan seconded. 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski noted that there should be discussion regarding the width of the sidewalk easement to 
provide for a minimum five foot sidewalk with three feet of buffer to the traffic. 
 

Voted 5-0 
 
9.  Piper Shores, Maine Life Care Retirement Community requests site plan review for replacing a barn 
with a 3,000 square foot maintenance/storage building on site at Piper Road   
 
Mr. Ziepniewski stated that all questions had been answered and the staff recommended approval; he 
stated that the applicant wanted to replace a barn and this request did not need any changes to the contract  
because a maintenance building was allowed and could be covered by site plan approval. 
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Mr. Christopher Osterrieder, of DeLuca Hoffman, stated that they wanted to replace the barn with a more 
modern structure for the storage of snowplowing and landscaping equipment.  He stated that the residents 
had concerns about the equipment being stored outside. Mr. Osterrieder showed the elevation with 12 foot 
doors and noted that there would be no second floor on the building; he stated that the building would be 
sprinklered and heated.  He stated that there was an underground fuel tank and landscaping would screen 
the building from the abutters.  He stated that the doors would face the emergency road.  Mr. Osterrieder 
stated that this building would use the Homer Cottage disposal system.   
 
Mr. Wood moved to approve the amended site plan as presented; Mr. Hanson seconded. 
 

Voted 5-0 
 

Mr. Wood called a recess at 9:25; the meeting resumed at 9:35 P. M. 
 

10.  Michaud Properties requests site plan review for 15,150 square foot office/warehouse building at Lot 
26 on Lincoln Avenue in the Scarborough Industrial Park 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski read comments from the Conservation Commission; he stated that there were DEP ap-
provals with the original subdivision plan and the Town sold this lot to the applicants. He stated that there 
was a specific drainage easement and ponds and restrictions that a building could cover only 35% of the 
land.  Mr. Ziepniewski noted comments from Mr. Tubbs and a staff report from Mr. Bacon.  Mr. Ziep-
niewski noted that there was a mitigation plan for this subdivision completed at the old Public Works site 
off Black Point Road 
 
Mr. Shawn Frank, of Sebago Technics, stated that he believed this was the last developable lot in the 
industrial park.  Mr. Frank stated that this was 3.9 acre lot but they could use only the first 200 feet of the 
lot depth.  He stated that water flows to the rear through vegetated swales to the existing wetlands where 
there were natural, wooded buffers that provided filtration.  Mr. Frank stated that there was no tenant at 
this time, but the building could be split in half with two doors, two entrances and two loading docks.  
Mr. Frank showed additional pavement at the north side at the request of the Fire Department; he stated 
that there would be landscaping along the frontage and at the side.  He stated that the parking area would 
be lower than the road and there would be a small pump station on the site; he stated that the Sanitary 
District had given its approval. 
 
To questions from Mr. Callahan, Mr. Frank replied that the building would be sprinklered and that park-
ing was based on the building size.  Mr. Frank stated that the parking area was ten feet lower than the 
road.  To a question from Mr. Porada, Mr. Frank replied that there would be signs on the building but 
both tenants would use one main sign at the entrance.  Mr. Porada stated that he appreciated the landscap-
ing even in the Industrial Zone.  Mr. Porada noted that the whole lot was wetlands; Mr. Frank stated that 
there were a lot of negotiations with mitigation and limitations on the lots when the subdivision was ap-
proved and they were developing only a quarter of the lot. 
 
To a question from Mr. Shanahan, Mr. Frank replied that the flow from the driveways would go through 
the culverts and to the wooded area at the rear and they would use silt fences during construction.  Mr. 
Frank stated that they would fill the site with granular material so there would be less erosion.  To a ques-
tion from Mr. Wood, Mr. Frank replied that there would be six feet of fill so the building would be four 
feet below the road.  Mr. Wood stated that he appreciated the landscaping effort; he asked that the appli-
cant return to the Board for approval of the sign.  He stated that there should be one handicap space per 
tenant.   
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Mr. Wood moved to approve the site plan with the following conditions: 
 
1.  That the comments of Mr. Tubbs, dated March 8, 2005, and Mr. Bacon, dated March 4, 2005, be 
incorporated; 
2.  That the signage be brought back to the Board; 
 
Mr. Callahan seconded. 

Voted 5-0 
 

11. Wal-Mart Supercenter, Great Island Acquisitions requests continued review for a proposed site plan 
off Spring Street and Mussey Road 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski noted that there were comments from Mr. Bacon, dated March 4, 2005, and Mr. Tubbs, 
dated March 14, 2005.   
 
Ms. Nancy St. Clair, of Sebago Technics, stated that they wanted to bring Wal-Mart up to review status 
so that when the subdivision was ready for final approval each of the site plans would also be ready for 
site plan approval.  She stated that there was discussion regarding a sidewalk and a landscape island to 
divide the parking lot and this plan showed that layout.  She stated that they had reoriented the access at 
the low end of the parking lot so people could park away from the building.  Ms. St. Clair explained that 
there would be retaining walls at the wooded lot near the wetlands, at the rear of the site along the wet-
land, and they proposed adding netting and a fence at the base of the wall to aid the vegetation; she stated 
that they would not add much vegetation because it was a wetland.   
 
Ms. St. Clair stated that they would consider placing benches and other pedestrian amenities in the land-
scaped pedestrian strip.  She stated that they had identified the area for seasonal, outdoor display for the 
garden center, which would be designated on the pavement.  She stated that she did not know whether this 
store would have outdoor vending machines, but would work with the staff and Wal-Mart on that issue.  
Ms. St. Clair stated that the there would be pedestrian lighting along Gallery Boulevard and there would 
be a lighting consultant and the architect at the next meeting.  She stated that they agreed with Mr. Bray 
that there is a need for a crosswalk but they would like it to connect to the main crosswalk at the vesti-
bules.  Ms. St. Clair stated that when Lot 9 was developed, they would address the curbcut suggested by 
Mr. Bray.  Ms. St. Clair stated that she had met with Mr. Tubbs regarding his technical comments.  She 
stated that they were in the process of review for the overall wetland impact and would identify them; she 
stated that they had submitted the erosion control plans.   
 
Mr. Ziepniewski stated that there should be no signage on the corrals; Ms. St. Clair stated that the archi-
tect would address signage.  Mr. Hanson asked what 25 foot light poles would do to this project; Ms. St. 
Clair replied that the lighting consultant could better address that question, but the lower the poles the 
more they would need.  To a question from Mr. Shanahan, Ms. St. Clair replied that there would be a 
wrought iron fence along the garden center display area.  Mr. Shanahan stated that if an area was not 
needed for parking, it should not be paved. 
 
Mr. Porada noted that the Design Guidelines indicated that display areas should not face roads and needed 
to be incorporated into the design of building and should not sit on the asphalt.  He stated that the land-
scape island could provide a buffer for the outdoor display area and could be more centered.  He noted 
that there were some conflicts with the driveway for the display area with no crosswalk.  To questions 
from Mr. Callahan, Ms. St. Clair replied that the Spring Street access would be across from the present 
Wal-Mart driveway and night time lighting may be a little lower.  Mr. Callahan agreed that there could be 
less pavement. 
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Mr. Wood agreed that seasonal outdoor display should follow the Design Guidelines, that there should be 
a sidewalk and that there should be less paving.  Mr. Wood stated that he was still concerned about what 
would happen with the existing Wal-Mart building and any cut-through of traffic from Payne Road 
should be minimized.  Ms. St. Clair noted that there had been a lot of interest in that building.  Ms. St. 
Clair stated that the site plan for that site had been tabled and would be part of the conclusion of this pro-
ject.  Mr. Ziepniewski stated that there could be a condition that, prior to any Certificate of Occupancy 
being issued on this site, the existing Wal-Mart site be subject to site plan review.  To a question from Mr. 
Wood, Ms. St. Clair replied that she would speak with the landscape architect to determine whether there 
is a better location for the flagpole.  To a question from Mr. Wood, Ms. St. Clair replied that there would 
be a painted line on the pavement showing the outdoor display limit. 
 
12.  Town Planner’s Report 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski noted that there would be a meeting on March 17, 2005 regarding the Comprehensive 
Plan.  He stated that there would be a workshop on Tuesday, March 22, 2005 when possible zoning of the 
Dunstan area would be presented; he stated that this was a public meeting and the Planning Board was 
encouraged to attend.  He stated that there would also be a presentation to the Town Council and the 
Conservation Commission regarding freshwater wetlands on Wednesday, March 23, 2005. 
 
13.  Correspondence 
 
There was no correspondence. 
 
14.  Planning Board Comments 
 
To a question from Mr. Shanahan, Mr. Wood replied that he liked to hear from the public but none of the 
people in the audience tonight made any effort to speak. 
 
15.  Adjournment 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 10:40 P. M. 


